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II. MEMARKS 
Claim EeJectiOiis - 35 USC § 101 

1 . The examine rejected claims 26-36 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 01 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. Specifically, the examiner objected to the claimed 
"token" for the reason that it is a data structure per se without any imparted functionality. 
Applicant has amended independent claim 26 and the remaining claims depending from claim 26 
to overcome this rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The examiner rejected claims I, 3-9, l4~21 5 26-33, and 37-38 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Albazz et al. (US 20020042872, hereinafter, "Albazz") in view of 
Con&nt et al. {US 20020129056, hereinafter "Conant") in further view of Conklin et al. (US 
6141653, hereinafler, "Conkiin"). 

Independent claims !, 14, 26 and 37 have been amended to more clearly specify that 
Applicants' embodiment is an on-line [0027; 0032: 0037], e-commerce transaction processing 
tool-used for consumer transactions [0006] that does not require special software [0042] or 
complex coi actnegot don by the consumer [00 ] App'i* its embodimei faeil es B2C 
{business to consumer) and C2C (consumer to consumer) sales transactions through a computer 
system that is accessible to both the buyer and seller [Fig 3BJ. The transaction details, including 
he it« escnt ->rice, qua payme ipping or delivery d id the like 

[0014; 0040] are all specified before the transaction Is completed and seemed [0012; 0037-39: 
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- 1 i ;u by the digit rti \ es and the ere 

read only XML shopping token [0039], The token cannot be changed or copied by either party 
without invalidating the token [0036], The read only XML token serves to document the specific 
terms of the consumer transaction, to provide for transaction verification and to document 
warranty coverage l\ c the, part} at a future date. Tin. w ^ . i 
party as a historical record of the transaction [00351. 

Albazz alone, or in combination with Conant and Conldm does not teach or suggest 
applicants embodiment. Albazz is a business to business contract negotiation and generation 
system. Albazz anticipates a continuing business relationship between the parties wherein a 
dynamic list of specific goods or services are ordered or sold over time. [Abstract; 001 5; 001:8; 
0080; 0086], The negotiated contract of Albazz may be changed by the seller as the seller's 
catalog or product information changes [0047-49; 0088; 00921. In other words. Albazz does not 
create a ''read only" file to represent the agreement between the parties* nor does Albazz insure 
the buyer's agreement, to all of the contract terms before the contract is documented. 

Conant does not overcome the deficiency of Albazz. Conant is cited by the examiner as a 
teaching of a read only contract file [Office Action at page 6: Conant at 0032], Conant is also a 
document revision and assembly system for businesses [Abstract; 0001 ; 0006; 001 51. "The 

tets; requests for pro| i 1 letters oi 

n eit r'lJ i n v \ 1 i i i: . a 

who author, edit or approve content [0015]." Conant teaches [0032] that a "read only version of 
the contract should be generated and a watermark can he placed on the read-only hie." Conant 
creates a PDF copy of the final agreement [Fig 1 81 and not a read only XML token. Conant does 
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not prevent a subsequent cut and paste from the final document, Instead, Coxiant facilitates the 
copying of that document for use in future transactions [0050-0053], 

Conkiin teaches the use of XML file formats, among others, but it does not teach or 
suggest the use of a read only XML shopping token to document a consumer purchase 
transa ion. Co.! i an administered "comnit ? j c f w t s >k c ers 

with common interests [Abstract; Fig 3; Fig 27]. Conkiin does not create a read only shopping 
token that represents an electronic contract between a specific buyer or specific seller. Conklih 
is' anile driven system of multiple files and databases. 

Applicants submit that the amendments to die independent claims 1, 14, 26 and 37 place 
those claims in a condition for allowance. Claims 4, 7, and 28 are canceled and claims 3; 5; 6; 8; 
9; 15-21; 27; 30-33; and 38-41 now depend from allowable claims. 

3. The examiner rejected claims 10-12, 22-24, 34-36, and 39-41 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Albazz in view of Conant in view of Conldin as applied to claims 1 , 3-9, 
14-21, 26-33, and 37-38, and in further view of Moss et al. (US 20050169014, hereinafter, 
'■Moss"). Applicants submit that the amendments to the independent claims 1, 14, 26 and 37 
place those claims in a condition for allowance, and that claims 10-12, 22-24, 34-36, and 39-41 
now depend from allowable claims. 
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Vpplic j --ubmit that fiw presently pending cldi.i&r'c a a condit n fbi 



allowance. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Rudolf CSiegesmund 
Reg. No. 37,720 
Gordon & Rees, LLP 
2100 Ross Avenue 
Suite 2800 
Dallas, Texas 75201 
214-23.1 -4703 
214-463-4050 (fax) 
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